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AUTOMATIC ANALYSIS AND QUALITY
DETECTION OF MEDIA

TECHNICAL FIELD

This disclosure generally relates to systems and methods
that facilitate producing one or more reference or non-refer-
ence metrics related to media content in a large scale content
server, analyzing the metrics in view of one or more evalua-
tion criteria, and generating results indicative of the quality of
the media based upon the analysis.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

The internet allows individuals and other entities to easily
provide content to a large population of content consumers.
Vast amounts of content are being published by individuals
and entities to content sites, such as social media and social
networking sites. For example, individuals with mobile
phones can record events and publish videos to a social media
site for anyone or a select subset of individuals to view.
Furthermore, more formal publishers, such as educational
institutions, advertisers, or production companies, produce
professional quality content to be published on the same
content sites as an individual. Conventionally, received con-
tent goes through a formatting process at the content site, such
as transcoding, prior to being published. Due to the large
quantity of content being published, formatting processes at
the content site generally do not include quality checking in
order to reduce computational complexity and latency. Fur-
thermore, the variety of content may require many differing
metrics to measure quality. Moreover, there is no general
consensus on which metric(s) is appropriate for a particular
type of content given that each metric has strengths and short-
comings.

SUMMARY

A simplified summary is provided herein to help enable a
basic or general understanding of various aspects of exem-
plary, non-limiting embodiments that follow in the more
detailed description and the accompanying drawings. This
summary is not intended, however, as an extensive or exhaus-
tive overview. Instead, the purpose of this summary is to
present some concepts related to some exemplary non-limit-
ing embodiments in simplified form as a prelude to more
detailed description of the various embodiments that follow
in the disclosure.

In accordance with a non-limiting implementation, a con-
tent receiving component is configured to obtain a content, a
metric generation component is configured to generate at
least one quality metric associated with the content; and a
content evaluation component is configured to generate a
quality report indicative of quality of the content based upon
the at least one quality metric.

Inaccordance with another non-limiting implementation, a
content is obtained, at least one quality metric associated with
the content is generated, and a quality report indicative of
quality of the content based upon the at least one quality
metric is generated.

These and other implementations and embodiments are
described in more detail below.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 illustrates a block diagram of an exemplary non-
limiting system that analyzes quality of content in accordance
with an implementation of this disclosure.
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FIG. 2 illustrates a block diagram of an exemplary non-
limiting metric generation component that generates quality
metrics associated with content in accordance with an imple-
mentation of this disclosure.

FIG. 3 illustrates an exemplary content in the form of a
surfing video in accordance with an implementation of this
disclosure.

FIG. 4 illustrates exemplary probe and comparison con-
tents in the form of surfing videos in accordance with an
implementation of this disclosure.

FIG. 5 illustrates an exemplary non-limiting flow diagram
for analyzing quality of content in accordance with an imple-
mentation of this disclosure.

FIG. 6 illustrates an exemplary non-limiting flow diagram
for obtaining configuration information and evaluation crite-
ria associated with quality metrics in accordance with an
implementation of this disclosure.

FIG. 7 illustrates an exemplary non-limiting flow diagram
for generating reference metrics in accordance with an imple-
mentation of this disclosure.

FIG. 8 illustrates a block diagram of an exemplary non-
limiting networked environment in which the various
embodiments can be implemented.

FIG. 9 illustrates a block diagram of an exemplary non-
limiting computing system or operating environment in
which the various embodiments can be implemented.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION
Overview

Various aspects or features of this disclosure are described
with reference to the drawings, wherein like reference numer-
als are used to refer to like elements throughout. In this
specification, numerous specific details are set forth in order
to provide a thorough understanding of this disclosure. It
should be understood, however, that certain aspects of this
disclosure may be practiced without these specific details, or
with other methods, components, materials, etc. In other
instances, well-known structures and devices are shown in
block diagram form to facilitate describing this disclosure.

In situations in which the systems and methods discussed
here collect personal information about users, or may make
use of personal information, the users can be provided with an
opportunity to control whether programs or features collect
user information (e.g., information about a user’s social net-
work, social actions or activities, profession, a user’s prefer-
ences, or a user’s current location), or to control whether
and/or how to receive content from the content server that
may be more relevant to the user. In addition, certain data can
be treated in one or more ways before it is stored or used, so
that personally identifiable information is removed. For
example, a user’s identity can be treated so that no personally
identifiable information can be determined for the user, or a
user’s geographic location can be generalized where location
information is obtained (such as to a city, ZIP code, or state
level), so that a particular location of a user cannot be deter-
mined. The user can add, delete, or modify information about
the user. Thus, the user can control how information is col-
lected about the user and used by a server.

In accordance with various disclosed aspects, a mechanism
is provided for a content analysis server to generate reference
and/or non-reference metrics (also referred to as “quality
metrics”), evaluate quality of content using the quality met-
rics, and produce results indicative of the quality of the con-
tent. Reference metrics are employed for comparing the con-
tent (“probe content”) to another related content
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(“comparison content”), for example, a formatted content
compared against an uploaded content from which the for-
matted content is derived. Non-reference metrics do not
require comparison of the content against comparison con-
tent. In an example, a content site that receives a large quan-
tity of content may make available the content to the content
analysis server, prior to or after publishing, for quality evalu-
ation. Content analysis server can make available results
indicative of quality for individual media content or aggre-
gated for a plurality of media content. In a non-limiting
example, the results can be employed, for example, to adjust
a formatting process to improve content quality, or to deter-
mine whether content should be published or reformatted.

Content (or content item) can include, for example, video,
audio, image, text, or any combination thereof, non-limiting
examples of which include, music, speeches, cartoons, short
films, movies, televisions shows, documents, books, maga-
zines, articles, novels, quotes, poems, titles, subtitles, comics,
advertisements, presentations, photos, posters, prints, paint-
ings, artwork, graphics, games, applications, tickets, cou-
pons, any other creative work that can be captured and/or
conveyed through video, audio, image, text, or any combina-
tion thereof. Content can be available on an intranet, internet,
or can be local content.

With reference to the embodiments described below, an
example content site with video content is presented for illus-
trative purposed only. It is to be appreciated that any suitable
type of content can be employed.

Referring now to the drawings, FI1G. 1 depicts a system 100
that analyzes quality of content. System 100 includes a con-
tent analysis server 110 that receives or accesses content from
a plurality of content providers 160 and analyzes quality of
the content. It is to be appreciated that content analysis server
110 can concurrently perform analysis of quality of any num-
ber of content from any number of content providers 160.
Furthermore, content analysis server 110 and content provid-
ers 160 can receive input from users to control interaction
with and presentation of content and associated information,
for example, using input devices, non-limiting examples of
which can be found with reference to FIG. 9.

Content analysis server 110 and content provider 160, each
respectively include a memory that stores computer execut-
able components and a processor that executes computer
executable components stored in the memory, a non-limiting
example of which can be found with reference to FIG. 9.
Content provider 160 can communicate via a wired and/or
wireless network with content analysis server 110. It is to be
appreciated that while only two content providers 160 are
depicted, any suitable number of content providers 160 can
concurrently interact with content analysis server 110. More-
over, while content analysis server 110 is depicted as separate
from content provider 160, it is to be appreciated that content
analysis server 110 can be included within content provider
160.

Content analysis server 110 and content provider 160 can
be any suitable type of device for interacting with, receiving,
or supplying content locally, or remotely over a wired or
wireless communication link, non-limiting examples of
include a wearable device or a non-wearable device. Wear-
able device can include, for example, heads-up display
glasses, a monocle, eyeglasses, contact lens, sunglasses, a
headset, a visor, a cap, a helmet, a mask, a headband, clothing,
or any other suitable device that can be worn by a human or
non-human user. Non-wearable device can include, for
example, a mobile device, a mobile phone, a camera, a cam-
corder, a video camera, personal data assistant, laptop com-
puter, tablet computer, desktop computer, server system,
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cable set top box, satellite set top box, cable modem, televi-
sion set, monitor, media extender device, blu-ray device,
DVD (digital versatile disc or digital video disc) device, com-
pact disc device, video game system, portable video game
console, audio/video receiver, radio device, portable music
player, navigation system, car stereo, or any other suitable
device. Moreover, content analysis server 110 and content
provider 160 can include a user interface (e.g., a web browser
or application), that can receive and present displays and
content generated locally or remotely.

Content analysis server 110 includes a content receiving
component 120 that obtains content for quality analysis. Con-
tent analysis server 110 further includes metric generation
component 130 that generates quality metrics associated with
content. In addition, content analysis server 110 includes a
content evaluation component 140 that generates results
indicative of quality of content based upon quality metrics.
Additionally, content analysis server 110 includes a data store
150 that can store content, as well as, data generated by
content receiving component 120, metric generation compo-
nent 130, content evaluation component 140, or content pro-
vider 160. Data store 150 can be stored on any suitable type of
storage device, non-limiting examples of which are illus-
trated with reference to FIGS. 8 and 9.

With continued reference to FIG. 1, content receiving com-
ponent 120 obtains content from one or more content provid-
ers 160. For example, a user can upload content to content
provider 160. Content provider 160 can make available the
content to content receiving component 120, for example,
before formatting, after formatting but before publishing, or
after publishing. In a further non-limiting example where
reference metrics are to be generated, content provider 160
can supply or make available a version of the content pro-
vided by the user (“comparison content”) along with a probe
version of the content (“probe content™) resulting from for-
matting the comparison content. While probe content gener-
ated from a comparison content is one example, it is to be
appreciated that probe content does not have to be generated
from comparison content. In a non-limiting example, probe
and comparison contents provided from two different sources
may be obtained from a single content provider 160 or mul-
tiple content providers 160. For example, two videos of a
scene captured from different angles or different sources may
be compared to generate reference metrics, such as to deter-
mine which one would be more suitable for publishing. In
another example, two videos that were generated from a
common video using differing formatting process may be
compared to generate reference metrics, such as to determine
which formatting process is more suitable for publishing. It is
to be appreciated that probe content and comparison content
can come from any suitable source and be compared using
any suitable quality metrics and evaluation criteria.

Referring to FIG. 2, metric generation component 130
generates quality metrics associated with content. Metric
generation component 130 includes a metric configuration
component 210 that allows for configuration of quality met-
rics that will be generated. Metric generation component 130
also includes non-reference metric component 220 that gen-
erates non-reference metrics associated with content. Addi-
tionally, metric generation component 130 also includes ref-
erence metric component 230 that generates reference
metrics associated with probe and comparison contents. It is
to be appreciated that metric generation component 130 can
decode and/or encode content as required employing one or
more suitable decoders or encoders to prepare content for
generation of quality metrics.
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With continued reference to FIG. 2, metric configuration
component 210 obtains metric configuration information
defining quality metrics to be generated by metric generation
component 130. For example, a content provider 160 can
supply metric configuration information defining quality
metrics to be generated for content obtained from the content
provider 160. In this manner each content provider can define
appropriate quality metrics for their content. In another
example, an administrator of the content analysis server 110
can provide metric configuration information that is global to
all content providers 160, or specific to one or more content
providers 160. It is to be further appreciated that parameters
can be set using metric configuration component 210 such
that metric configuration information provided by a content
provider 160 can override metric configuration provided by
the administrator of the content analysis server 110 or vice
versa. Additionally, metric configuration component 210 can
employ artificial intelligence to infer metric configuration
information. For example, metric configuration component
210 can employ quality reports or receive user feedback
regarding quality of content and infer metric configuration
information that would help improve the quality, such as, by
generating quality reports that facilitate preventing poor qual-
ity content from being published or identifying adjustments
to formatting processes to improve quality.

Itis to be appreciated that metric configuration information
can define quality metrics for content based upon any data
associated with content. For example, content can have asso-
ciated metadata describing the content, and metric configu-
ration information can define particular quality metrics for
respective content based upon any associated metadata. Any
suitable metadata can be employed in connection with con-
tent. In a non-limiting example, metadata can include type of
content, such as music, speeches, cartoons, short films, mov-
ies, televisions shows, documents, books, magazines,
articles, novels, quotes, poems, titles, subtitles, comics,
advertisements, presentations, photos, posters, prints, paint-
ings, artwork, graphics, games, applications, tickets, or cou-
pons. Furthermore, metadata can include location informa-
tion associated with the content, source of the content, type of
device used to generate the content, formatting process
employed to generate the content, or filters applied to the
content. Additionally, metadata can include video, audio,
image, or text parameters of the content. In a non-limiting
example, a musical recording can include metadata such as
source, title, artist, album, year, track genre, length, com-
poser, lyrics, parental rating, album art, format, bit rate, sam-
pling rate, bits per sample, number of channels, audio codec,
etc. One skilled in the art would readily recognize that, based
on the type of content, there are well known metadata types
that are conventionally associated. However, the information
is not limited to only such traditional metadata types. Any
type of information can be associated with the content. For
example, user comments, likes, dislikes, ratings, tags, and
keywords are additional non-limiting examples of informa-
tion that can be added as metadata to content. Moreover,
information can be associated with content automatically by
intelligent components, of which non-limiting examples
include, image analysis, audio analysis, optical character rec-
ognition, facial recognition, object recognition, scene recog-
nition, voice recognition, speech-to-text conversion, and
media fingerprint matching.

In a non-limiting example, metric configuration informa-
tion can specify that videos from individual users will employ
a set of reference metrics and a set of non-reference metrics.
In another example, metric configuration information can
specify that videos from professional publishers will employ
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a set of non-reference metrics. In a further example, configu-
ration information can specify that videos with subtitles that
go through a transcoding process that changes the aspect ratio
will employ a reference metric that compares subtitles posi-
tion. It is to be appreciated that any combination of metadata
can be used as conditions for defining any combination of
reference and/or non-reference metrics for associated con-
tent.

Continuing with reference to FIG. 2, non-reference metric
component 220 generates non-reference metrics associated
with content. Non-reference metrics do not require compari-
son of the content against comparison content. It is to be
appreciated that non-reference metrics can include metrics
that are generated over the entire content or a sub-portion of
the content, such as a plurality of frames, video portion, audio
portion, menu, titles, subtitles, a frame, a sub-portion of a
frame, or any other suitable sub-portion of content. For
example, a non-reference metric can be generated for an
entire video content that detects borders of the video, such as
consistency of black bars above and below the video image,
and/or subtitle positioning. Referring to FIG. 3, is depicted a
non-limiting example surfing video 310. A non-reference
border metric can be generated by non-reference metric com-
ponent 220 regarding consistency of the top and bottom black
bars throughout surfing video 310. Furthermore, a non-refer-
ence subtitle metric can be generated by non-reference metric
component 220 indicative of the positioning of subtitles rela-
tive to the bottom black bar.

Referring back to FIG. 2, in another example, non-refer-
ence metric component 220 can generate a respective non-
reference metric for each of a plurality of frames of a video
and then generate an aggregated non-reference metric from
the respective non-reference metrics generated for the plural-
ity of frames, non-limiting examples of which include peak
signal to noise ratio metric (PSNR), structural similarity
index (SSIM) metric, and video quality model (VQM) metric.
In an additional example, non-reference metric component
220, can generate respective multiple non-reference metrics
for each of a plurality of frames of a video and then generate
an aggregated non-reference metric from the respective mul-
tiple non-reference metrics generated for the plurality of
frames, a non-limiting example of which includes a non-
reference jitter metric. It is to be appreciated that any non-
reference metric can be generated on any portion of content.

Continuing with reference to FIG. 2, reference metric com-
ponent 230 generates reference metrics (“probe metrics” and
“comparison metrics”) related to probe content and associ-
ated comparison content. Reference metric component 230
generates one or more probe metrics associated with a probe
content, and generates one or more comparison metrics asso-
ciated with a comparison content related to the probe content.
It is to be appreciated that respective probe metrics have
corresponding respective comparison metrics that can be
employed for comparison in evaluating quality of the probe
content and/or comparison content. It is to be appreciated that
reference metrics can include metrics that are generated over
the entire content or a sub-portion of the content, such as a
plurality of frames, video portion, audio portion, menu, titles,
subtitles, a frame, a sub-portion of a frame, or any other
suitable sub-portion of content. In a non-limiting example,
reference border metrics (“comparison border metric” and
“probe border metric”) can be generated by reference metric
component 230 indicating whether a black bar exists above
and below the video. In another example, reference subtitle
position metrics (“comparison subtitle metric” and “probe
subtitle metric”) can be generated by reference metric com-
ponent 230 indicating positioning of subtitles in video con-



US 9,325,591 B1

7

tent. Referring to FIG. 4, a comparison surfing video 410A
and a probe surfing video 410B are depicted. Reference met-
ric component 230 can generate a comparison subtitle posi-
tion metric for comparison surfing video 410A indicative of
the subtitle 420A position and generate a probe subtitle posi-
tion metric for probe surfing video 410B indicative of the
subtitle 420B position as depicted in FIG. 4. In a non-limiting
example, probe surfing video 410B may be derived from
comparison surfing video 410A through a formatting process.
An evaluation of the comparison subtitle position metric and
probe subtitle position metric by content evaluation compo-
nent 140 may indicate that the formatting process caused the
subtitle to be incorrectly positioned in probe surfing video
410B. It is to be appreciated that any reference metric(s) can
be generated on any portion of content and any suitable type
of evaluation employing any evaluation criteria can be per-
formed between probe metrics and corresponding compari-
son metrics.

Moreover, reference metric component 230 can perform
matching to identify corresponding portions of probe and
associated comparison contents. For example, reference met-
ric component 230 can identify matching frames temporally
between a probe and associated comparison content. In
another example, reference metric component 230 can iden-
tify matching portions of a frame spatially between a probe
and associated comparison content. In a further example,
reference metric component 230 can identify matching sub-
titles between a probe and associated comparison content. In
an additional example, reference metric component 230 can
identify matching portions of audio between a probe and
associated comparison content. It is to be appreciated that
reference metric component 230 can match any portion of a
probe content and associated comparison content and gener-
ate suitable reference metrics on the matching portions.

Reference metric component 230 can also modify portions
of probe and/or associated comparison contents. For
example, portions of content may need to be modified in order
to normalize the probe and comparison metrics. Referring
again to FIG. 4, video 410A and 410B may be of differing
sizes. Thus, one or both of video 410A and 410B may be
modified to adjust pixel format, width, and/or height to nor-
malize positioning information in the probe subtitle position
metric and comparison subtitle position metric. In another
example, audio portions of a probe or comparison content
may be run through an audio filter, such as to remove noise. It
is to be appreciated that probe and/or comparison contents
can be modified in any suitable manner.

Referencing FIG. 2, content evaluation component 140 can
evaluate quality metrics to generate a quality report indicative
of quality of content. It is to be appreciated that the quality
report can be the quality metric(s), and/or any information
associated with or derived from the quality metric(s). For
example, content evaluation component 140 can compare a
non-reference metric against a non-reference metric thresh-
old. In a non-limiting example, a non-reference border metric
can indicate a variance of size of the top and bottom black bars
across the entire video of 10 pixels. The non-reference border
metric can be compared against evaluation criteria, for
example, a non-reference border metric threshold of 3 pixels.
Content evaluation component 140 can determine that the
non-reference border metric exceeds the non-reference bor-
der metric threshold and generate a quality report indicative
of this determination. In a non-limiting example, the quality
report can include a binary indication whether the non-refer-
ence border metric exceeds the non-reference border metric
threshold. In another non-limiting example, the quality report
can indicate an amount that the non-reference border metric
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exceeds or is below the non-reference border metric thresh-
old. In another example, the quality report can include the
non-reference metric without a comparison to a threshold.
Furthermore, any arithmetic operation, logical comparison,
formula, function, or algorithm can be performed between the
non-reference metric and an evaluation criteria, such as an
associated threshold, to generate information in the quality
report.

In another example, a plurality of non-reference metrics
are evaluated by content evaluation component 140 to gener-
ate a quality report for a content. For example, a non-refer-
ence border metric and a non-reference subtitle metric as
discussed above can be generated for a video each having its
own threshold. Content evaluation component 140 can com-
pare the respective non-reference metrics against evaluation
criteria, such as associated thresholds. Furthermore, evalua-
tion criteria can include a logical operation to evaluate the
plurality of non-reference metrics. For example, evaluation
criteria can assess whether a non-reference border metric is
within a non-reference border metric threshold and a non-
reference subtitle metric is within a non-reference subtitle
metric threshold. It is to be appreciated that evaluation criteria
can employ any combination of quality metrics with or with-
out associated thresholds using any arithmetic operation,
logical comparison, formula, function, or algorithm to gen-
erate the quality report.

In a further example, a reference metric for a content is
evaluated by content evaluation component 140. For
example, a probe metric can be compared against a compari-
son metric using any arithmetic operation, logical compari-
son, formula, function, or algorithm to generate an indication
in a quality report. In another example, an arithmetic opera-
tion, logical comparison, formula, function, or algorithm is
performed using the probe metric and comparison metric to
generate a result that is compared against an evaluation cri-
teria to generate an indication in a quality report. Addition-
ally, a plurality of reference metrics can be evaluated using
evaluation criteria to generate a quality report for a content. It
is to be appreciated that any combination of reference and
non-reference metrics can be evaluated using any evaluation
criteria to generate a quality report. Moreover, the quality
report can include metadata associated with the content,
probe content, and/or comparison content and can link indi-
cations in the quality report associated with the quality met-
rics to associated metadata. For example, incorrect subtitle
positioning can be related to aspect ratio, size, codec, and
other metadata. As such, the quality report can link a quality
metric associated with subtitle positioning to metadata, such
as aspect ratio, size, codec, and other parameters, that influ-
ence the quality metric. In another example, a quality report
only provides determined values for quality metrics associ-
ated with content, such that evaluation can be performed
elsewhere, for example, a content provider. It is to be appre-
ciated that the quality report can provide indications of qual-
ity using any suitable format, non-limiting examples of which
include, binary indications of passing or failing evaluation
criteria, raw quality metric data, or data derived from arith-
metic operations, logical operations, formulas, functions, or
algorithms performed on quality metrics and/or evaluation
criteria.

With continued reference to FIG. 2, metric configuration
component 210 obtains evaluation criteria to be employed by
content evaluation component 140. For example, a content
provider 160 can provide evaluation criteria to employ with
their metric configuration information. In this manner each
content provider can define appropriate evaluation criteria for
their quality metrics. In another example, an administrator of
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the content analysis server 110 can provide evaluation criteria
that is global to all content providers 160, or specific to one or
more content providers 160. It is to be further appreciated that
parameters can be set by metric configuration component 210
such that that evaluation criteria provided by a content pro-
vider 160 can override evaluation criteria provided by the
administrator of the content analysis server 110 or vice versa.
Furthermore, metric configuration component 210 can
employ artificial intelligence to infer evaluation criteria. For
example, metric configuration component 210 can employ
quality reports or receive feedback regarding quality of con-
tent and infer evaluation criteria that would help improve the
quality, such as, by generating quality reports that facilitate
preventing poor quality content from being published or iden-
tifying adjustments to formatting processes to improve qual-
ity.

FIGS. 5-7 illustrate various methodologies in accordance
with certain disclosed aspects. While, for purposes of sim-
plicity of explanation, the methodologies are shown and
described as a series of acts, it is to be understood and appre-
ciated that the disclosed aspects are not limited by the order of
acts, as some acts may occur in different orders and/or con-
currently with other acts from that shown and described
herein. For example, those skilled in the art will understand
and appreciate that a methodology can alternatively be rep-
resented as a series of interrelated states or events, such as in
a state diagram. Moreover, not all illustrated acts may be
required to implement a methodology in accordance with
certain disclosed aspects. Additionally, it is to be further
appreciated that the methodologies disclosed hereinafter and
throughout this disclosure are capable of being stored on an
article of manufacture to facilitate transporting and transfer-
ring such methodologies to computers.

Referring to FIG. 5, an exemplary method 500 for analyz-
ing quality of content is depicted. At reference numeral 510,
at least one content is obtained for quality analysis (e.g. by a
content receiving component 120 or content analysis server
110). At reference numeral 520, at least one quality metric is
generated for the at least one content (e.g. by a metric gen-
eration component 130 or content analysis server 110). At
reference numeral 530, at least one quality report is generated
indicative of quality of the at least one content based upon the
at least one quality metric, and optionally based upon at least
one evaluation criteria. (e.g. by a content evaluation compo-
nent 140 or content analysis server 110).

Referring to FIG. 6, an exemplary method 600 for obtain-
ing configuration information and evaluation criteria associ-
ated with quality metrics is depicted. At reference numeral
610, configuration information associated with at least one
quality metric is obtained. (e.g. by a metric configuration
component 210, metric generation component 130, or content
analysis server 110). At reference numeral 620, evaluation
criteria associated with the at least one quality metric is
obtained. (e.g. by a metric configuration component 210,
metric generation component 130, or content analysis server
110).

Referring to FIG. 7, an exemplary method 700 for gener-
ating reference metrics is depicted. At reference numeral 710,
a probe content is obtained (e.g. by a content receiving com-
ponent 120 or content analysis server 110). At reference
numeral 720, a comparison content is obtained (e.g. by a
content receiving component 120 or content analysis server
110). At reference numeral 730, optionally, at least one por-
tion of the probe content is matched to at least one portion of
the comparison content (e.g. by a reference metric component
230, metric generation component 130, or content analysis
server 110). At reference numeral 740, optionally, at least one
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portion of the probe content or at least one portion of the
comparison content is modified (e.g. by a reference metric
component 230, metric generation component 130, or content
analysis server 110). At reference numeral 750, at least one
probe metric associated with at least one portion of the probe
content is generated. (e.g. by a reference metric component
230, metric generation component 130, or content analysis
server 110) Atreference numeral 760, at least one comparison
metric associated with at least one portion of the comparison
content is generated. (e.g. by a reference metric component
230, metric generation component 130, or content analysis
server 110) It is to be appreciated that a portion can comprise
the entire content or a sub-portion of the content. Further-
more, the portions of the probe content at reference numerals
730, 740, and 750 may or may not be the same portions, and
the portions of the comparison content at reference numerals
730, 740, and 760 may or may not be the same portions.

Exemplary Networked and Distributed Environments

One of ordinary skill in the art can appreciate that the
various embodiments described herein can be implemented
in connection with any computer or other client or server
device, which can be deployed as part of a computer network
or in a distributed computing environment, and can be con-
nected to any kind of data store where media may be found. In
this regard, the various embodiments described herein can be
implemented in any computer system or environment having
any number of memory or storage units, and any number of
applications and processes occurring across any number of
storage units. This includes, but is not limited to, an environ-
ment with server computers and client computers deployed in
a network environment or a distributed computing environ-
ment, having remote or local storage.

Distributed computing provides sharing of computer
resources and services by communicative exchange among
computing devices and systems. These resources and services
include the exchange of information, cache storage and disk
storage for objects, such as files. These resources and services
can also include the sharing of processing power across mul-
tiple processing units for load balancing, expansion of
resources, specialization of processing, and the like. Distrib-
uted computing takes advantage of network connectivity,
allowing clients to leverage their collective power to benefit
the entire enterprise. In this regard, a variety of devices may
have applications, objects or resources that may participate in
the various embodiments of this disclosure.

FIG. 8 provides a schematic diagram of an exemplary
networked or distributed computing environment. The dis-
tributed computing environment comprises computing
objects 810, 812, etc. and computing objects or devices 820,
822, 824, 826, 828, ctc., which may include programs, meth-
ods, data stores, programmable logic, etc., as represented by
applications 830, 832, 834, 836, 838. It can be appreciated
that computing objects 810, 812, etc. and computing objects
or devices 820, 822, 824, 826, 828, etc. may comprise differ-
ent devices, such as personal digital assistants (PDAs), audio/
video devices, mobile phones, MP3 players, personal com-
puters, laptops, tablets, etc.

Each computing object 810, 812, etc. and computing
objects or devices 820, 822, 824, 826, 828, etc. can commu-
nicate with one or more other computing objects 810, 812,
etc. and computing objects or devices 820, 822, 824, 826,
828, etc. by way of the communications network 840, either
directly or indirectly. Even though illustrated as a single ele-
ment in FIG. 8, network 840 may comprise other computing
objects and computing devices that provide services to the
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system of FIG. 8, and/or may represent multiple intercon-
nected networks, which are not shown. Fach computing
object 810, 812, etc. or computing objects or devices 820,
822, 824, 826, 828, etc. can also contain an application, such
as applications 830, 832, 834, 836, 838, that might make use
of an API, or other object, software, firmware and/or hard-
ware, suitable for communication with or implementation of
various embodiments of this disclosure.

There are a variety of systems, components, and network
configurations that support distributed computing environ-
ments. For example, computing systems can be connected
together by wired or wireless systems, by local networks or
widely distributed networks. Currently, many networks are
coupled to the Internet, which provides an infrastructure for
widely distributed computing and encompasses many differ-
ent networks, though any suitable network infrastructure can
be used for exemplary communications made incident to the
systems as described in various embodiments herein.

Thus, a host of network topologies and network infrastruc-
tures, such as client/server, peer-to-peer, or hybrid architec-
tures, can be utilized. The “client” is a member of a class or
group that uses the services of another class or group. A client
can be a computer process, e.g., roughly a set of instructions
or tasks, that requests a service provided by another program
or process. A client process may utilize the requested service
without having to “know” all working details about the other
program or the service itself.

In a client/server architecture, particularly a networked
system, a client can be a computer that accesses shared net-
work resources provided by another computer, e.g., a server.
In the illustration of FIG. 8, as a non-limiting example, com-
puting objects or devices 820, 822, 824, 826, 828, etc. can be
thought of as clients and computing objects 810, 812, etc. can
be thought of as servers where computing objects 810, 812,
etc. provide data services, such as receiving data from client
computing objects or devices 820, 822, 824, 826, 828, etc.,
storing of data, processing of data, transmitting data to client
computing objects or devices 820, 822, 824, 826, 828, etc.,
although any computer can be considered a client, a server, or
both, depending on the circumstances. Any of these comput-
ing devices may be processing data, or requesting transaction
services or tasks that may implicate the techniques for sys-
tems as described herein for one or more embodiments.

A server is typically a remote computer system accessible
over a remote or local network, such as the Internet or wire-
less network infrastructures. The client process may be active
in a first computer system, and the server process may be
active in a second computer system, communicating with one
another over a communications medium, thus providing dis-
tributed functionality and allowing multiple clients to take
advantage of the information-gathering capabilities of the
server. Any software objects utilized pursuant to the tech-
niques described herein can be provided standalone, or dis-
tributed across multiple computing devices or objects.

In a network environment in which the communications
network/bus 840 is the Internet, for example, the computing
objects 810, 812, etc. can be Web servers, file servers, media
servers, etc. with which the client computing objects or
devices 820, 822, 824, 826, 828, etc. communicate via any of
a number of known protocols, such as the hypertext transfer
protocol (HTTP). Objects 810, 812, etc. may also serve as
client computing objects or devices 820, 822, 824, 826, 828,
etc., as may be characteristic of a distributed computing envi-
ronment.

Exemplary Computing Device

As mentioned, advantageously, the techniques described
herein can be applied to any suitable device. It is to be under-
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stood, therefore, that handheld, portable and other computing
devices and computing objects of all kinds are contemplated
for use in connection with the various embodiments. Accord-
ingly, the computer described below in FIG. 9 is but one
example of a computing device that can be employed with
implementing one or more of the systems or methods shown
and described in connection with FIGS. 1-8 Additionally, a
suitable server can include one or more aspects of the below
computer, such as a media server or other media management
server components.

Although not required, embodiments can partly be imple-
mented via an operating system, for use by a developer of
services for a device or object, and/or included within appli-
cation software that operates to perform one or more func-
tional aspects of the various embodiments described herein.
Software may be described in the general context of computer
executable instructions, such as program modules, being
executed by one or more computers, such as client worksta-
tions, servers or other devices. Those skilled in the art will
appreciate that computer systems have a variety of configu-
rations and protocols that can be used to communicate data,
and thus, no particular configuration or protocol is to be
considered limiting.

FIG. 9 thus illustrates an example of a suitable computing
system environment 900 in which one or aspects of the
embodiments described herein can be implemented, although
as made clear above, the computing system environment 900
is only one example of a suitable computing environment and
is not intended to suggest any limitation as to scope of use or
functionality. Neither is the computing environment 900 be
interpreted as having any dependency or requirement relating
to any one or combination of components illustrated in the
exemplary operating environment 900.

With reference to FIG. 9, an exemplary computing device
for implementing one or more embodiments in the form of a
computer 910 is depicted. Components of computer 910 may
include, but are not limited to, a processing unit 920, a system
memory 930, and a system bus 922 that couples various
system components including the system memory to the pro-
cessing unit 920.

Computer 910 typically includes a variety of computer
readable media and can be any available media that can be
accessed by computer 910. The system memory 930 may
include computer storage media in the form of volatile and/or
nonvolatile memory such as read only memory (ROM) and/or
random access memory (RAM). By way of example, and not
limitation, system memory 930 may also include an operating
system, application programs, other program modules, and
program data.

A user can enter commands and information into the com-
puter 910 through input devices 940, non-limiting examples
of'which can include a keyboard, keypad, a pointing device, a
mouse, stylus, touchpad, touchscreen, trackball, motion
detector, camera, microphone, joystick, game pad, scanner, or
any other device that allows the user to interact with computer
910. A monitor or other type of display device is also con-
nected to the system bus 922 via an interface, such as output
interface 950. In addition to a monitor, computers can also
include other peripheral output devices such as speakers and
a printer, which may be connected through output interface
950.

The computer 910 may operate in a networked or distrib-
uted environment using logical connections to one or more
other remote computers, such as remote computer 970. The
remote computer 970 may be a personal computer, a server, a
router, a network PC, a peer device or other common network
node, or any other remote media consumption or transmission
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device, and may include any or all of the elements described
above relative to the computer 910. The logical connections
depicted in FIG. 9 include a network 972, such local area
network (LAN) or a wide area network (WAN), but may also
include other networks/buses e.g., cellular networks.

As mentioned above, while exemplary embodiments have
been described in connection with various computing devices
and network architectures, the underlying concepts may be
applied to any network system and any computing device or
system in which it is desirable to publish or consume media in
a flexible way.

Also, there are multiple ways to implement the same or
similar functionality, e.g., an appropriate API, tool kit, driver
code, operating system, control, standalone or downloadable
software object, etc. which enables applications and services
to take advantage of the techniques described herein. Thus,
embodiments herein are contemplated from the standpoint of
an API (or other software object), as well as from a software
or hardware object that implements one or more aspects
described herein. Thus, various embodiments described
herein can have aspects that are wholly in hardware, partly in
hardware and partly in software, as well as in software.

The word “exemplary” is used herein to mean serving as an
example, instance, or illustration. For the avoidance of doubt,
the aspects disclosed herein are not limited by such examples.
In addition, any aspect or design described herein as “exem-
plary” is not necessarily to be construed as preferred or
advantageous over other aspects or designs, nor is it meant to
preclude equivalent exemplary structures and techniques
known to those of ordinary skill in the art. Furthermore, to the
extent that the terms “includes,” “has,” “contains,” and other
similar words are used in either the detailed description or the
claims, for the avoidance of doubt, such terms are intended to
be inclusive in a manner similar to the term “comprising” as
an open transition word without precluding any additional or
other elements.

Computing devices typically include a variety of media,
which can include computer-readable storage media and/or
communications media, in which these two terms are used
herein differently from one another as follows. Computer-
readable storage media can be any available storage media
that can be accessed by the computer, is typically of a non-
transitory nature, and can include both volatile and nonvola-
tile media, removable and non-removable media. By way of
example, and not limitation, computer-readable storage
media can be implemented in connection with any method or
technology for storage of information such as computer-read-
able instructions, program modules, structured data, or
unstructured data. Computer-readable storage media can
include, but are not limited to, RAM, ROM, EEPROM, flash
memory or other memory technology, CD-ROM, digital ver-
satile disk (DVD) or other optical disk storage, magnetic
cassettes, magnetic tape, magnetic disk storage or other mag-
netic storage devices, or other tangible and/or non-transitory
media which can be used to store desired information. Com-
puter-readable storage media can be accessed by one or more
local or remote computing devices, e.g., via access requests,
queries or other data retrieval protocols, for a variety of opera-
tions with respect to the information stored by the medium.

On the other hand, communications media typically
embody computer-readable instructions, data structures, pro-
gram modules or other structured or unstructured data in a
data signal such as a modulated data signal, e.g., a carrier
wave or other transport mechanism, and includes any infor-
mation delivery or transport media. The term “modulated data
signal” or signals refers to a signal that has one or more of its
characteristics set or changed in such a manner as to encode
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information in one or more signals. By way of example, and
not limitation, communication media include wired media,
such as a wired network or direct-wired connection, and
wireless media such as acoustic, RF, infrared and other wire-
less media.

As mentioned, the various techniques described herein
may be implemented in connection with hardware or soft-
ware or, where appropriate, with a combination of both. As
used herein, the terms “component,” ““system” and the like are
likewise intended to refer to a computer-related entity, either
hardware, a combination of hardware and software, software,
or software in execution. For example, a component may be,
but is not limited to being, a process running on a processor,
aprocessor, an object, an executable, a thread of execution, a
program, and/or a computer. By way of illustration, both an
application running on computer and the computer can be a
component. One or more components may reside within a
process and/or thread of execution and a component may be
localized on one computer and/or distributed between two or
more computers. Further, a “device” can come in the form of
specially designed hardware; generalized hardware made
specialized by the execution of software thereon that enables
the hardware to perform specific function (e.g., coding and/or
decoding); software stored on a computer readable medium;
or a combination thereof.

The aforementioned systems have been described with
respect to interaction between several components. It can be
appreciated that such systems and components can include
those components or specified sub-components, some of the
specified components or sub-components, and/or additional
components, and according to various permutations and com-
binations of the foregoing. Sub-components can also be
implemented as components communicatively coupled to
other components rather than included within parent compo-
nents (hierarchical). Additionally, it is to be noted that one or
more components may be combined into a single component
providing aggregate functionality or divided into several
separate sub-components, and that any one or more middle
layers, such as a management layer, may be provided to
communicatively couple to such sub-components in order to
provide integrated functionality. Any components described
herein may also interact with one or more other components
not specifically described herein but generally known by
those of skill in the art.

In order to provide for or aid in the numerous inferences
described herein (e.g. inferring relationships between meta-
data or inferring topics of interest to users), components
described herein can examine the entirety or a subset of the
data to which it is granted access and can provide for reason-
ing about or infer states of the system, environment, etc. from
a set of observations as captured via events and/or data. Infer-
ence can be employed to identify a specific context or action,
or can generate a probability distribution over states, for
example. The inference can be probabilistic—that is, the
computation of a probability distribution over states of inter-
est based on a consideration of data and events. Inference can
also refer to techniques employed for composing higher-level
events from a set of events and/or data.

Such inference can result in the construction of new events
or actions from a set of observed events and/or stored event
data, whether or not the events are correlated in close tempo-
ral proximity, and whether the events and data come from one
or several event and data sources. Various classification (ex-
plicitly and/or implicitly trained) schemes and/or systems
(e.g., support vector machines, neural networks, expert sys-
tems, Bayesian belief networks, fuzzy logic, data fusion
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engines, etc.) can be employed in connection with performing
automatic and/or inferred action in connection with the
claimed subject matter.

A classifier can map an input attribute vector, x=(x1, x2,
x3, x4,xn), to a confidence that the input belongs to a class, as
by f(x)=confidence(class). Such classification can employ a
probabilistic and/or statistical-based analysis (e.g., factoring
into the analysis utilities and costs) to prognose or infer an
action that a user desires to be automatically performed. A
support vector machine (SVM) is an example of a classifier
that can be employed. The SVM operates by finding a hyper-
surface in the space of possible inputs, where the hyper-
surface attempts to split the triggering criteria from the non-
triggering events. Intuitively, this makes the classification
correct for testing data that is near, but not identical to training
data. Other directed and undirected model classification
approaches include, e.g., naive Bayes, Bayesian networks,
decision trees, neural networks, fuzzy logic models, and
probabilistic classification models providing different pat-
terns of independence can be employed. Classification as
used herein also is inclusive of statistical regression that is
utilized to develop models of priority.

In view of the exemplary systems described above, meth-
odologies that may be implemented in accordance with the
described subject matter will be better appreciated with ref-
erence to the flowcharts of the various figures. While for
purposes of simplicity of explanation, the methodologies are
shown and described as a series of blocks, it is to be under-
stood and appreciated that the claimed subject matter is not
limited by the order of the blocks, as some blocks may occur
in different orders and/or concurrently with other blocks from
what is depicted and described herein. Where non-sequential,
or branched, flow is illustrated via flowchart, it can be appre-
ciated that various other branches, flow paths, and orders of
the blocks, may be implemented which achieve the same or a
similar result. Moreover, not all illustrated blocks may be
required to implement the methodologies described herein-
after.

In addition to the various embodiments described herein, it
is to be understood that other similar embodiments can be
used or modifications and additions can be made to the
described embodiment(s) for performing the same or equiva-
lent function of the corresponding embodiment(s) without
deviating there from. Still further, multiple processing chips
or multiple devices can share the performance of one or more
functions described herein, and similarly, storage can be
effected across a plurality of devices. Accordingly, the inven-
tion is not to be limited to any single embodiment, but rather
can be construed in breadth, spirit and scope in accordance
with the appended claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A system, comprising:

a memory that has stored thereon computer executable

components;

a microprocessor that executes the following computer

executable components stored in the memory:
a content receiving component configured to receive
upload transmissions of a plurality of content from a
plurality of content providers via a computer network;
ametric generation component configured to, for ones of
the plurality of content:
identify metadata associated with and describing the
content;

identify metric configuration information associated
with the content;

select at least one quality metric to employ for the
content from among a plurality of quality metrics
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responsive to the metadata and the metric configu-
ration information, the selecting including deter-
mining whether the at least one quality metric
should include at least one reference metric, at least
one non-reference metric, or at least one reference
metric and at least one non-reference metric; and

generate the selected at least one quality metric for the
content; and

a content evaluation component configured to:

generate a quality report indicative of quality of the
content based upon the selected at least one quality
metric; and

publish the content to a plurality of content consumers
via the computer network based upon the quality
report.

2. The system of claim 1, wherein a non-reference metric
does not require comparison of the content to a comparison
content.

3. The system of claim 1, wherein a reference metric com-
pares the content against at least one comparison content.

4. The system of claim 1, wherein the metric generation
component is further configured to generate the at least one
reference metric in response to a determination that the at
least one quality metric should include the at least one refer-
ence metric.

5. The system of claim 1, where the metric generation
component is further configured to generate the at least one
non-reference metric in response to a determination that the at
least one quality metric should include the at least one non-
reference metric.

6. The system of claim 1, where the metric generation
component is further configured to generate the at least one
reference metric and the at least one non-reference metric in
response to a determination that the at least one quality metric
should include the at least one reference metric and the at least
one non-reference metric.

7. The system of claim 1, wherein the metric generation
component is further configured to obtain a comparison con-
tent related to the content in response to a determination that
the at least one quality metric should include the at least one
reference metric.

8. The system of claim 7, wherein the at least one quality
metric comprises at least one probe metric generated based
upon the content and at least one comparison metric gener-
ated based upon the comparison metric.

9. The system of claim 8, wherein the metric generation
component is further configured match at least one portion of
the content to at least one portion of the comparison content
prior to generating the at least one probe metric and the at
least one comparison metric.

10. The system of claim 8, wherein the metric generation
component is further configured to modify at least one por-
tion of the content prior to generating the at least one probe
metric or to modify at least one portion of the comparison
content prior to generating the at least one comparison metric.

11. The system of claim 1, further comprising a metric
configuration component configured to obtain evaluation cri-
teria associated with the at least one quality metric, and
wherein the content evaluation component is further config-
ured to generate the quality report further based upon the
evaluation criteria.

12. A method, comprising:

receiving, by a system including a processor, upload trans-

missions of a plurality of content from a plurality of
content providers via a computer network;

identifying metadata associated with and describing the

content;
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identifying metric configuration information associated

with the content;

selecting, by the system, at least one quality metric to

employ for the content from among a plurality of quality
metrics responsive to the metadata and the metric con-
figuration information, the selecting including deter-
mining whether the at least one quality metric should
include at least one reference metric, at least one non-
reference metric, or at least one reference metric and at
least one non-reference metric;

generating, by the system, the selected at least one quality

metric for the content;

generating, by the system, a quality report indicative of

quality of the content based upon the selected at least one
quality metric; and

publishing the content to a plurality of content consumers

via the computer network based upon the quality report.

13. The method of claim 12, wherein a non-reference met-
ric does not require comparison of the content to a compari-
son content.

14. The method of claim 12, wherein a reference metric
compares the content against at least one comparison content.

15. The method of claim 12, further comprising generating,
by the system, the at least one reference metric in response to
a determination that the at least one quality metric should
include the at least one reference metric.

16. The method of claim 12, further comprising generating,
by the system, the at least one non-reference metric in
response to a determination that the at least one quality metric
should include the at least one non-reference metric.

17. The method of claim 12, further comprising generating,
by the system, the at least one reference metric and the at least
one non-reference metric in response to a determination that
the at least one quality metric should include the at least one
reference metric and the at least one non-reference metric.

18. The method of claim 12, further comprising obtaining,
by the system, a comparison content related to the content in
response to a determination that the at least one quality metric
should include the at least one reference metric.

19. The method of claim 18, wherein the at least one quality
metric comprise at least one probe metric generated, by the
system, based upon the content and at least one comparison
metric generated, by the system, based upon the comparison
metric.

20. The method of claim 19, further comprising matching
at least one portion of the content to at least one portion of the
comparison content prior to generating the at least one probe
metric and the at least one comparison metric.

21. The method of claim 19, further comprising moditying,
by the system, at least one portion of the probe content prior
to generating the at least one probe metric or modifying, by
the system, at least one portion of the comparison content
prior to generating the at least one comparison metric.

22. The method of claim 12, further comprising obtaining,
by the system, evaluation criteria associated with the at least
one quality metric, and generating the quality report further
based upon the evaluation criteria.

23. The method of claim 12, wherein identifying metric
configuration information associated with the content com-
prises:

receiving metric configuration information defining qual-

ity metrics to be generated for the content from a content
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provider that provided the content, wherein different
content providers provide different metric configuration
information for different content.

24. The method of claim 12, wherein identifying metric
configuration information associated with the content com-
prises:

identifying metric configuration information global to con-

tent from all of the plurality of content providers.

25. A non-transitory computer-readable medium having
instructions stored thereon that, in response to execution,
cause a system including a processor to perform operations
comprising:

receiving upload transmissions of a plurality of content

from a plurality of content providers via a computer
network;

identifying metadata associated with and describing the

content;

identify metric configuration information associated with

the content;

selecting at least one quality metric to employ for the

content from among a plurality of quality metrics
responsive to the metadata and the metric configuration
information, the selecting including determining
whether the at least one quality metric should include at
least one reference metric, at least one non-reference
metric, or at least one reference metric and at least one
non-reference metric;

generating the selected at least one quality metric for the

content;

generating a quality report indicative of quality of the con-

tent based upon the at least one selected quality metric;
and

publishing the content to a plurality of content consumers

via the computer network based upon the quality report.

26. The non-transitory computer-readable medium of
claim 25, wherein a non-reference metric does not require
comparison of the content to a comparison content.

27. The non-transitory computer-readable medium of
claim 25, the operations further comprising generating the at
least one reference metric in response to a determination that
the at least one quality metric should include the at least one
reference metric.

28. The non-transitory computer-readable medium of
claim 25, the operations further comprising generating the at
least one non-reference metric in response to a determination
that the at least one quality metric should include the at least
one non-reference metric.

29. The non-transitory computer-readable medium of
claim 25, the operations further comprising generating the at
least one reference metric and the at least one non-reference
metric in response to a determination that the at least one
quality metric should include the at least one reference metric
and the at least one non-reference metric.

30. The non-transitory computer-readable medium of
claim 25, wherein a reference metric compares the content
against at least one comparison content.

31. The non-transitory computer-readable medium of
claim 25, the operations further comprising obtaining evalu-
ation criteria associated with the at least one quality metric,
and generating the quality report further based upon the
evaluation criteria.



